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sIPSA LOQUITUR — “Held, | 
joctr'ne of res ipsa loquitur is 
sppli able in a situation where 


ber stepper snd part of 
























3 TU 
the .ontents of a bottle are 
frciily ejected from the 
mout» of the bottle, without 
aay <nown intervening cause 
und apparently because of 
pressure within the bottle. 
_In considering whether the 
joctr ne is applicable the evi- 
jence iS examined in search 
{th reasonable probabilities, , 
not imaginary possibilities. 
—Dei'very of a manufactured 
product to a distributor and 
then a retailer before reaching 
the plaintiff does not, in the 
absence of proof of misuse 
during this course, take the 
item out of the control of the 
manufacturer so as to destroy 
applicability of the doctrine 
against him. 
Digested from an opinion by 
ne, J.A.D. rendered Nov 16, 
‘). Appellate Div. Alston v J. 
Prescott. For appellant—Tho- 
;F. Meehan (Meehan Broth- 
ys). For respondent 
m B. Jacobs (Fred Free- 
an, atty) 
’tendant appeals from a 
gent entered on a jury 
ard favor of plaintiff 
Plaintiff was a domestic ser- 
t the employ of Mrs. Ab- 
son. On Sept. 4, 1947 Mrs. 
ordered some quart 
tles of “Dazzle,” a laundry 
uid unufactured by defend- 
from her grocer he fluid 
delivered to the Abramson 
me and placed in a closet in 
cellar. The following day 
aintiff took one of the bottles 
! e shelf and started to 
tl the rubber stopper from the 
vhen the stopper was 
expelled by internal 
ess and a large portion of 
é fi ejected, some of which 
te Jlaintiff’s eves. The bot- 
e was not fractured. 
sue is whether the doc- 
n res ipsa loquitur was 
le as held by the court 
nd the pivotal question 
is whether the bottle 
d to be under the man- 
or control of the de- 
the time of the ac- 
ithin the modernl} 
BNC ope of the doctrine 
Held The court, after going 
T0\ an extensive review of 
y. history and develop- 
the rule, concludes that 
ant situation is analo- 
J the exp lodin g bottle 
S€5 which the doctrine of 
loquitur has repeated- 
Of held applicable if the 
t] s not been so handled 
d int of time so removed 
: delivery by the manu- 
as to consider it out of 
rol. The Court points 
inder the cases, mere 
: of possessi by the 
an urer, to ributor 
qT er, does in the 





84 loguitur by m 













t the article has si it 
ion for sale suc- 
in the possession of a 
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mission merchant or whole- 
ale distributor and retailer be- 
fore reaching plaintiff, 
view of the activities 
d experiences the modern 
€ ssi ga absurd. This is 
t y so in the absence of 
nee, circumstantial or 
that the container in 

of its itinerary was 
misuse. ‘i 
we examine the 

rcumstances disclosed within 
the field of the evidence adduced 
the trial in search of the rea- 
nable b enat and dismiss 
the ginary possibilities 

“In the present the pre- 
dominant, if not the only prob- 
able cause of the accident was 
the abnormal and unusual pres- 
sure within the bottle... 

“If, as here, the bottle is not 
shown to have been defective, it 
seems to us that the inference 
is strengthened that the defend- 
negligent in filling it 
with a chemical liquid that 
would develop increased pres- 
sure to a dangerous degree after 
its delivery in the usual and an- 
ticipated course of trade. The 
circumstances of such a derelic- 
tion of duty should have been 
within the knowledge of the de- 
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“wise, 
Cain co 
subject 
Pils such a case 


rse 


ed 


to any 
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case 


ant was 


fendant and could not have been 
within the knowledge of the 
plaintiff. 

“We resolve that in the ab- 
sence of any proof of an inter- 
vening probable cause _ disas- 
sociated from the inference of 


negligence on the part of the de- 

fendant, the rule of res ipsa lo- 

quitur applied to the uneluci- 

dated facts disclosed by the evi- 

dence in this case : 
Affirmed with costs. 


Essex Bar + Adopts First 
Lawyer Reference Plan 
in New Jersey 


Adoption of a lawyer 
plan, which will be the first of 
its kind in New Jersey, was ap- 
proved by the Essex County Bar 
Assn. 
Designed 
moderate 
lawyer 





reference 


enable a person 
to obtain a 
simply and at an 
moderate fee, the plan 
maximum charge for 
the initial consultation. 
Under the plan, an agency 
be established, run by 
appointed by the 
which will refer a 
in need of legal services a 
eliable lawyer who, for a maxi- 
fee $5, will a half- 
hour consultation. 
The lawyers who 
and who are be picked 
a rotation list, also agree that 
j additional charges for fur- 
29a] work will be subject 
to review and revision by the 
ref berral com mitt e if the 
the client. 
ere the com- 
upon re- 
agree 


to 
of means 
200d 
ired 
fixes a $5 


asst 


will 
an attor- 
associa- 

person 


ot 


ney 
tion, 


to 


A130 a 
m um epi give 


ioin the plan 


from 


to 
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ther 








insta ances wh 
sation is contin gent 
sry, the pl awyers 
to charge 


per cent of tots 





> in excess of 
jery. 

5S rec- 
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ent 
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of exist 
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‘ Rei 
for the year end 
1951: John 
Ward 4 J. Het ‘bert, Mor- 

Jose ph 
¥: Yauch 


te e. 





J.. Herbert 
ler has also been 


and scene H. Stam- 
appointed. 











Judge Medina to Address 
State Bar 


Integration, Rule Making Power 
te be Considered: Forums on 
Pregram 
Federal Judge Harold R. Me- 
dina of United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Southern 
District of New York, who pre- 
sided at the trial of the com- 


munists in New York, will speak 
on “Some Resolu and What 
Happenec *m” at the mid- 
year meeting of state bar 
association eld at the Es- 
sex House "k, December 8 
and 9. 


tions 





tine 


NI ) 
WeWal 


Judge Medina, vice-chairman 
of the section on Judicial Ad- 
ministrati of the American 


Association, as a represent- 
association, will pre- 
oO New Jersey, the 


Bar 
ative of the 
sent a placque t 








first state award for traffic court 
improvement. The award was 
authorized year ago by the 
House of Delegates of the Am- 
erican Bar aed iation. 

The pla 1c a le will be received 
by municipal magistrates, Henry 
Ww. cin nt of Plainfield and 
Frank Brunetto of Montclair. 
Judge Medi will speak at the 
luncheon eting Saturday 
which will conclude the two day 
session. 


Listed for di 
members at the 


scussion by the 
bi usiness sessions 
will be the attitude of the state 
association any proposal 
that the legislature be given rule 


to 


making power of the courts by 

a constitutional amendment. 
The state bar association also 

will have before it a proposal of 


on Integration, 
’ Green of New- 


its Committee 
headed by fF 
ark. 
Samuel J. Foosaner of New- 
ark, Chairman of the Special 
Committee on Federal Taxation 
announced several aspects 
Tax laws will be 


[oe 





of the Federal 

discussed Friday night. They in- 
clude: Samuel S. Starr—Tax As- 
pects ol ! y Agreement; 
Orlando H. De Transfers in 
Contemplation under the 1950 
Revenue Act; Harold _ Kamens— 
Redemption Stock to Pay Fs- 
tate Taxes under the 1950 Rev- 
enue Act: David Beck and Nor- 





man E. Schle ger-Tax Aspects 


of Partnerships and Corpora- 
tions under the law _ today; 
Douglas M. Hicks—Saving Taxes 


in Liquidating Corporate Stock 
and Samuel J. Foosaner, Chair- 
man—Tax Planni g of Estates 
under prevailing aw 

A joint forum on questions re- 
































lating to Real Property, Probate 
and Corporation Law will be 
held by that section at the meet- 
ing Friday nigh t 

The Real Property Law panel 
will be heade Saul Tischler, 
vice-chairman of that division 
of the section and will include 
Standing Master William H. 
Donnelly of the Superior Court 
and John J. McCloskey. 

The Probate La anel will be 
headed by Senator Alfred C. 
Clapp, Vice Chairman of that 
Division of the Section, who will 
have County Judge John J. 
Francis and Surrogate Charles 
Otto, Jr., associated with him. 

The Trust Law panel will be 
headed by J. Seymour Montgo- 
mery, Esq., Vice Chairman of 
that Div ion of the Section, and 

5 ig hav Superior Court 
Judge O. Bigelow and Ar- 
thur Hy L. Hemm ersley, Esq., aS 

yrovide an op- 

it problems 

I panel of 

pra 25 of the 

ibmission to 

anel may be  forward- 

ed Jame J. McCarthy, 
Secret f I Section, 830 
Broad Street, Newark, N. J. or 


to any of chairmen of 


the section 


Judicial Cecabinatite oon owe 
Smith Act 


By Richard C. Plumer* 

After a trial in ie Southern 
District of New York lasting 
more than nine months, Eugene 
Dennis and ten others were con- 
victed, October 14, 1949, on a 
charge of violating section 3 of 
the Alien Registration Act, Sec. 
11, Title 18, U. S. C. (1946 Ed.) 
(1948 Revised Criminal Code, 18 
U.S.C.A. Sec. 2385), commonly 
called the Smith Act. The indict- 
ment followed the statutory lan- 
euage and accused the defend- 
ants with “wilfull and knowing- 
ly” conspiring to organize as the 
Communist Party of the United 
States a group ‘to “teach and 
advocate the overthrow and de- 
struction” of thes government 
“by force and violence’, and 
“knowingly and wilfully to ad- 


vocate and teach the duty and 
necessity of overthrowing and 
destroying” the government by 


“force and violence’. All the de- 
fendants were at one time or 
another officials of the Commu- 
nist Party of the United States 








Stamler To Speak on 
“Wire Tapping in 
New Jersey" 

Deputy Attorney General Nel- 
son Stamler, who has been as- 
signed to conduct the gambling 
probe in Bergen County, will 
speak on “Wire Tapping in New 
Jersey” at the annual dinner of 
the Junior Bar Scction of the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion, Friday, December 8. The 
section dinner will be part of the 
program of the two day mid-yeal 
meeting of the state association 

to be held at Newark. 

Officers wili be elected by the 
Junior Section with Jerome L. 
Kessler present chairman nomi- 
nated for trustee of the state 
association, Merritt Lane, Jr. as 
chairman, W. Lawton Thurston 
as vice-chairman and Leo N 
Knoblauch as secretary. Nomi- 
nations were made by the Nomi- 
nating Committee. 


Boston Bar To Open 
Lawyer Reference Plan 


BOSTON, Mass. (ACCN) —A 
lawyers reference plan, design- 
ed to encourage the use of law- 
yers’ services by those of, mod- 
erate means, will be placed in 
operation in January under the 
sponsorship of the Boston Bar 
Assn. 

Under the plan, similar to 
those already in effect in a num- 
ber of cities throughout the 
country and spreading to others, 
a fee of $5 will be charged for a 
half-hour consultation. 

The need which tre plan seeks 
to meet was expressed in a re- 
port of a survey made by Regin- 
ald Heber Smith of Boston, 
which pointed out that “while 
the rich and moderately well-to- 
do have learned the wisdom of 
keeping in close touch with their 
lawyers, and the poor, by the 
hundreds of thousands, have 
learned to consult the legal aid 
societies, there has been—and is 
a sig intermediate class that 
eeds legal help and knows not 
here turn.” 


n 
W to 
HUDSON COUNTY BAR 
DINNER 

member of the Essex Bar 
to attend the annual 
Hudson County 
Bar Association to be held on 
December 16, 1950 at the Hotel 
Statler, New York City, can pro- 
cure tickets from Hon. Richard 
J. Congleton, 744 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 


Any 
who desiregy 
dinner of 


tne 


laid in the 
April 1, 


period 
namely, 


during the 
indictment, 
1945 to July 20, 1948. The con- 
viction was affirmed by the 
United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Cireuit on Au- 
gust 1, 1950, 183 Fed. 2d 201. 

The United States Supreme 
Court has issued a writ of cer- 
tiorari for the purpose of review- 
ing the conviction, but under the 
terms thereof only certain con- 
stitutional questions will be con- 
sidered, and the government did 
not oppose issuance of the writ 
as thus limited. Two of the num- 
erous questions that were con- 
sidered by the Cirevit Court of 
Appeals are of vital importance 
because of their bearing on the 
overall problem of preserving, on 
the one hand, our constitutional 
right to freedom of speech: and 
the press, and effectively quell- 
ing, on the other hand, the sub- 
versive elements that are striv- 
ing with all their energy, first 
to undermine, then to overthrow 
our government. These questions 
are (1) whether the Smith Act 
is constitutional as the trial 
judge construed it and (2) 
whether his construction was 
right. 

It will be obser 
first paragraph above that the 
words of the Act are uncondi- 
tional and forbid advocacy or 
teaching of a violent overthrow 
of the government at any time 
by anyone, weak or strong. 
Taken literally, they make 
criminal the fulminations of a 
half crazy zealot on a soap box, 
calling for an immediate march 
upon Washington. But the trial 
judge did not avply them lit- 
erally. He followed a rule first 
enunciated about 30 years ago 
in Schenck vs. United States, 249 
U.S. 47, 39 S. Ct. 247, 63 L. Ed. 470. 
The defendant in that case had 
been convicted of distributing a 


ved from the 


broadside which cbstructed the 
draft, and his conviction was 


affirmed. It is clear that the af- 


firmance was based on the 
theory that his vurpose had 
been to bring about the “sub- 
stantive evil’, with which it 
was within the power of Con- 
gress to deal. Justice Holmes 
went on to say, however, by way 


of limitations that even in such 
cases the danger that the “evil” 
might be realized must be “clear 
and present”. Thus the Court 
obviously concluded that the 
distribution of the broadside 
created such a danger. Other- 
wise affirmance under this rule 
would have been impossible. 

A subsequent opinion, Amer- 
ican Communications Associa- 
tion, C.1.O. v. Douds, 339 U. S. 
382, 70 S. Ct. 674, stated that it 
was “never the intention of the 
Court to lay down an absolute 
test” and that “when particular 
conduct is regulated in the in- 
terest of public order, and the 
regulation results in an indirect, 
conditional, partial abridgment 

¢7 


of speech, the duty of the courts 

















is to determine which of these 
two conflicting interests de- 
mands the greatest protection 
under the particular circum- 
stances presented” 

In affirming the conviction of 
Dennis and the other defendants 
Judge Hand, speaking for the 
Circuit Court of Appeals, said at 
page 212, there can be no doubt 
‘that the phrase ‘ciear and pre- 
sent cunger is not a slogan or 
shibbpoleth to be applied as 
though it carried its own mean- 
ing; but that it involves in every 

jarison between in- 
which are to be apprais- 





(Continued on Page 3 Col 3) 
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| exereine of a judicial function, | 
whereas the order involved is a 
legislative function. | 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS '' Florida Libel Law Provision Upheld 





APPEAL — CONDEMNATION —,The Boro attacks the constitu-| 


The appointing of condemna-|tionality of R. S. 40:36A-36 et 


Since the Appellate Division 


tion commissioners is a legis-|seq. which gave the Authority! did not have jurisdiction of the 


lative and not a judicial func- 
tion, hence review of such or- 
ders cannot be had by appeal 


power to condemn jiands. 


The Appellate Division upheld 


under Rule 3:81-7 but can bel and 


the constitutionality of the act | 
sustained the Borough’s 


appeal under Rule 3:81-7, its 
judgment is a nullity. 
The appeal below and the ap- 


peal here are dismissed without 


had only by proceeding in lieu) yjeht to direct appeal under Rule! costs and without prejudice. 


of prerogative writ under Rule 

3:81-2. 

Rule 3:81-7 refers only to sta- 

tutery proceedings in_ the 

courts, proceedings in which 

the judicial function of a 

court is exercised. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Ackerson, J. rendered Nov. 21, 
1950. Supreme Court. Bergen v. 
Little Ferry. For appellant—aAl- 


fred W. Kiefer. For respondent— | 


Walter H. Jones. 

The Borough of Little Ferry 
appeals from a judgment of the 
Appellate Division affirming an 
order of a Superior Court judge 
appointing commissioners in a 
condemnation proceeding insti- 
tuted by the Bergen County 
Sewer Authority. The order was 
thus reviewed by direct appeal to 
the Appellate Division rather 
than by proceeding in lieu of 
Certiorari in the Law Division. 
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with SAFETY and PROFIT 
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opens an INSURED 
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led 
|review available to the Borough} 


MOHAWK 


‘| function 


|3:81-7. The Authority contend-| 
the exclusive procedure for 


| ‘> ° ° ] 
|was by proceeding in lieu of/} 


|Certiorari under Rule 3:81-2. 


| Held: The Eminent Domain 
|Act, (R. S. 20:1-1 et seq.) refers 
|the appointment of condemna-! 
}tion commissioners to “one of} 
|the Justices of the supreme court! 
lor to judge the circuit! 
; court (now judges of the | 
Superior Court). The right of| 
eminent domain, is essentiaily a 
|legislative and not a judicial 
function. The statute does not’ 
confer jurisdiction appoint 
commissioners on the court, but 
rather upon the _ individual 
judges, w act thereunder not 
as judicial officers but as legis- | 
lative agents exercising a dele- 
gated authority. For these rea- 
sons, the established procedure 
for review of such orders, before 
|the new Constitution, was by 
lcertiorari, the counterpart of 
| now found in Rule 


a of 


to 


) 
no 


which is 
3:81-2. | 

The Appeilate Division recog- | 
nized the right to review by pro- 
|ceeding in lieu of prerogative 
|writ but held review was also 
lavailable by appeal under Rule 
3:81-7 which provides that: ‘“Re- 
|view of statutory proceedings in 
[the Superior Court and _ the! 
| County Courts, and proceedings 
|before inferior courts of limited 
| jurisdiction shall be by ap- 
| peal to the Appellate Division.” 
| This was based on the erroneous 
‘conclusion that this language: 
was intended to encompass con- | 
demnation proceedings where a! 


| Judge of tne Superior Court sits | 


a “statutory tribunal.” | 
Rule 3:81-7 has reference to 
|proceedings in the Superior or} 
County Courts. As pointed out, 
ithe appointment of condemna- 
|tion commissioners is not a 
the Court but a 
acting a_ legislative 
The rule relates to the 


as 


of of 


| judge as 


agent. 
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' ordered 


{such 


; tests in 


; blood 


PATERNITY—BLOOD TESTS — 
Only reasons of considerable 
force should move a court, in 
a civil case in which a ques- 
tion of paternity is involved, 
to deny a motion for an order 
to compel a blood test by qual- 
ified experts. 

—The granting of an order for 
a blood test in a civil action 
involving paternity is discre- 
tionary with the court, but the 
discretion must he used when 
justice requires. 

APPEAL—A _ discretionary  ac- 
tion of the trial court is sub- 
ject to review and reversal on 
appeal under Rules 1:2-20 and 
3:81-13. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Brennan, J. A. D. rendered Nov. 
21, 1950. Appellate Div. Cortese 
v. Cortese. For appellant—Law- 
rence Friedman (Philip Insa- 
bella, at For respondent—G. 
Dixon Speakman (William 
Vanderbilt on the brief). 

The Essex County 
and Domestic Relations Court 
defendant to pay his 
wife, the plaintiff, a sum weekly 
for support of herself and 
infant child born ‘'ess than five 
months after their marriage, and 
denied defendant’s avplication 
for a blood test under R. S. 2:29- 
4. The wife admitted premarital 
relations with defendant and 
another and acknowledged her 
uncertainty as to paternity. She 
refused to submit herself and 
the child to a blood test. De- 
fendant appeals. 

Held: This is a civil action for 
support under L 1946 C. 77 Sec. 2 
amending R.S. 9-18-14. 

R. S. 2:99-4 empowers 


ty 
ty). 


Juvenile 


the 


‘court to order a blood test when- 


ever the parentage of a child is 
relevant in a civil action and 
that testimony of the results of 
blood shall be admis- 
Sible in evidence, but only in 
cases where definite exclusion is 
indicated. 

R. S. 2:99-3 relates to blood 
criminal or quasi crim- 
actions and provides that 
the person ordered to sub- 
mit to the blood test refuses, 
such f shall be noted upon 

trial. No such provision 
contained in R. S. 2:99-4. Plain- 
tiff's argument that under the 
statute she may not be compel- 
led submit to the tests in a 
civil action is not tenable. 

The value and reliability 
tests as an indicator 
the truth in paternity issues, is 
fully established. While they do 

prove paternity, and don’t 
always disprove it, “they can 
disprove it conclusively in a 
many cases provided they 


test 


inal 
when 


act 


tne is 


to 
of 
of 


not 


oreat 
Bpreat 


:are administered py qualified ex- 


takes judicial 
the light of 
f the value 
ative 
theres rea- 
f considerable force should 

court in civil ca to 


motion for an order to 


perts.” The court 
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reof. 
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th 
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notice 
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he wide acce oO 


sts a legis 
snition only 


se 


the or- 
scretionary 
rue, but 
an 
1 discretion. 
cretion whi 
the essen- 
exist. This 
empowered to review 
under Rules 1:2-20 
and to revise it 
here, it appears the 
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TALLAHASSEE (AC C N)— 
Florida’s Supreme court has up- 
held a provision of the state’s 
libel law which requires those 
wishing to sue a paper for libel 
to give it written notice and a 
chance to publish a retraction. 

The opinion affirmed the Bro- 
ward County Circuit Court’s dis- 
missal of a $100,000 libel suit 
against the Fort Lauderdale 
Daily News. The suit had been 
filed by former Fort Lauderdale 
City Atty. Juliai: E. Ross, who 
claimed the paper libeled him 
in a discussion of his attempt 
to require 100 per cent property 
assessment. 
hout notify- 

intention. 
law allowing 
ct libels gave 
not 


Ross filed suit 
ing the paper of } 
He argued that the 
newspapers to reira 
them _ special privileges 
granted ordinary citizens. 


o 


In an unanimous opinion writ- 
ten by Justice B. K. Roberts, the 
court said Florida’s libel law has 
“sufficient safeguards against ir- 


discretion was not properly ex- 
ercised and the error injuriously 
affected substantial rights of a 
party. 

Nor is the statute, if viewed 
as permitting compulsory blood 


'tests, unconstitutional, as inter- 


an | 


| 


preted here. The nolding in Bed- 

narik v. Bednarik to the contrary 

is expressly disapproved. 

The final question is as to the 
effect or weight of the results, 
of the test; that is, whether they 
are merely an item of evidence 
of non paternity or whether they 
are decisive. This question is not 
passed upon. 

Reversed. No costs. 
AGENCY—An agent is not per- 

sonally liable on a contract 
made on behalf of his princi- 
pal which exceeds his author- 
ity and is disapproved by the 
principal, where he has fully 
disclosed the facts constitut- 
ing his authority. 

—While generally one who acts 
as agent for another implied- 
ly warrants his authority to 
do so, no such implied war- 
ranty arises where he fully 
discloses the facts constitut- 
ing his authority. 


igested from an opinion by 
Wachenfeld, J. rendered Nov. 21, 
1950. Supreme Court. Fuller v. 
Melko. For appellont—John T. 
Keefe (Edmund A. Hayes, atty). 
For respondent—Ernest Fasano 
‘Quinn, Doremus, McCue & Rus- 
, attys). 
from 
1ient of for fees 
expenses’ allegedly due 
plaintiff by reason of an investi- 
gation which he undertook at 
behest of defendant, the 
Middlesex County Prosecutor. 
Plaintiff testified he was re- 
a schedule of fees and 
a diem and 
ize basis, and $5,212.67 
him ider arrange- 
Defendant the 
] ted 


a 


the 


tained on 
*xpenses, on per 


AL 


thic 
tnis 


is due 
ment denies 
by plaintiff 

ood t} 


asser 


responsibility on the par 
press.” It added that tig 
of the law might make t 
“so inhibited that its g: 
necessary function of 
our society through repc 
events and by analytic 
cism would be seriously 
ed.” ; 

Although 
take months 
the opinion 
expected to get the s; 
formation in 


hours or 
so “it is only reasonable 
pect 


courts 
to establis 
Said, repor 


ot 


that occasional er 
be made.” 

“Yet,” the opinion 
“since the preservation 
American democracy 
upon the public’s receiy 
formation speedily—par 
upon getting news of 
matters while there is s 
for public opinion to f 
be felt—it is vital that 
reasonable restraints bs 
upon the working news 
or the editorial writer.’ 
tice Colie, then the 
Justice of the Supreme ( 
the County. Justice Coli¢ 
to certify the overage a: 
the charges were exh 
The bill was thereupon 
ted to the County, whic} 
payment asserting the 
was void as to the Count 
R. S. 40:2-29 (b) since i 
excess of the appropriat 

Held: The test of def: 
personal liability in the 
case is whether or not tl 
tiff, in making the cont: 
full knowledge of the f 
garding defendant’s aut} 
bind the County. 

It is not disputed that 
secutor acted as the 
the County in making 
and that it was i 
ance of his duties as Pr 

One who assumes 
agent for another 
Warrants his authority t 
bui he fully disc] 
facts constitut 
he may be held li 
the contract or for 
plied warranty. 
ntiff admits he 
prised that the appr 
would cover his bill 
ther indicated he had 
] of the budge 
ments and of the le 
cedure be followed 
Prosecutor’s budget was 
ed. 

Obviously it was conte 
that the authorization of 
preme Court Justice 
1 and the bill 


tract 


O 


where 


jno 
ail 


not 


im 


Dla; 
rial 
not 


Knowleage 


to 


to be doing s 

I the certificat 

secured in adv 

be forthco ; 

> amount or 


the bill. Plainti 
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y. S. Tax Lien Given Priority Over Attachments Judical Construction of the Smith Act 
lien of the United States! judgment lien, and secondly in| (Continued from page 1) us. It is only because a substan- | portant that attention be direct- 
ar rity over an hment pevment of any Federal tax) _. ate ; aay i tial intervening period between ed to the concurring opinion filed 
1g Ater ning en ein _ : ‘ee qua itativeiy. - - - it 1s a way the utterance and its realization | by Judge Chase (‘page 234). He 
the pre r ; a | to bec %€ . n yore ted = may check its effect and change thinks that the ew expressed 
Breat a ' rent lien bi ae cia St Pte athite District paesimicemastiage n sand outskK1rts OF | its importance, that its immed- by Judge Hand ‘rests upon too 
a. tha Gate the attaching | .e«...2. os Cal. App 2d) om ange Ba jlacy is important. broac an interpreiation of the 
0: ting #i+n- obtained judgm ‘ pirated Count of California _ ig Panels] It is a well known fact that challenged Act and has resulted 
Ce. cr. wos the holding of the Unit- a heer ie tee: ORL ee . thew | many agitators, otherwise un-|!M Siving insuilicient elect to 
y s+e-es Supreme Cour pit 339 U. S. ‘ ait ail pee pone vit ay worthy of notice by anyone, are soundly Pca gp-intge® tye” that we 
“of United States v. Se 0 ty eri rifheeay ye Nes jable to attract attention if they are required to follow. He cites 
Ol Let} - Savines Ba S f acai Reh mea oy ls ™=!can cause themselves to be cast and quotes from Gitlow v. People 
is). fg ; git me : — phish as: h M-|in the role of martyrs. With res- ef State of New York, 268 U. S. 
r naa 1950. ‘wos. 1% 11. 15 Th d es ae Peres —— ot | pect to this in connection with poragalinad a - Pe oe 
Si oe a eed tae te. cont (ans caus cewerinmeiy mubeks aati iano) the case at bar, Judge Hand said - io ie ' a pi presen “a 
iudements he Dis- ee i se California orobatsilit ‘inmanaiaaiee at page 212, One may reason- que la caer ee Ss in es “> J 
ihe t of Anveal. Fourth! 3. bp ae crates teanececen ttt mmok ‘as tous cee ee ee hat ute he Se 
; a ee i Code of provides because that must be the right run to let an unhappy, bitter to the overthrow of organized 
pret eS p y have the, interpretat Given the same| outcast vent his venom before | 20Vernment by unlawful means, 
ice pinion by Mr. Justice cperty oO ne defendant at- probabilit; it Ww uid be wholly any crowds he can muster and Present a sufficient danger of 
n of rn reads as follows tached “as security irrational -ondone future in ‘any terms that he wishes. be | Substantive evil to, bring their 
The estion presented here is for the n of any judg-/ evils which we should prevent if they as ferocious zs he will: one Punishment within the range of 
he’ a tax lien of the United ment that may be recovered.” they were it ediate; that could may trust that his patent im-/| legislative discretion, is clear.” 
z 21eS prior in right t it- Section 542(a) provides: “The be reconciled 01 by an indif- potence will be a foil to any- | - - - “Such utterances, by their 
met lien where Federal lien of the attachment on real ference to those who come after tnino he may propose. Indeed, it | Very nature, involve danger to 


was recorded su property attaches and becomes 



















































































the date of the attach- effective upon the recording of 2) gitor no right to proceed against 
but prior to the date py of the writ, together with the property unless he gets a 
Y: > atiaching creditor obtained a description of the property at- ‘udement within three years or 
gme iit. tached, and a notice that it iS|\ithin such extension as the 
; October 17, 1946, Wilt M., attached, with the county re-!.otute provides. Numerous con- 
ris sued George and G “order of the county wherein tineencies micht arise that 
3 S'yliano on 46n U ul said real property is situated .. ‘| would preve the attachment 
( Re irsuant to sections The attachment whether here-|jien from ever Jecoming  per- 
: 542 of the California Code tofore levied or hereafter to be | fected by a judgement awarded 
Ci Procedure. Morrison levied shall be a lien upon all) ond recorded. Thus the attach- 
ured the attachment of four real property attached for Si canis Sion. Su Conskinend’. saa tae 
els of real estate owned by period of three years after the | choate merely a lis pendens 
: S:vlianos of San Diego date of levy unless sooner re- notice that a right to perfect a 
nty. On April 24, 1947, Mor- leased or discharged either as |lien exists 
F obtair judgment d it provided in this chapter, or by| ESSER Meee epee 
se office of the dismissal of the action, or by ‘i = weg Se 
order of San Diego County on the filing with the recorder of judicial Ry cociaie pistes “thie 
= re lai) n ahctrart af the i mt ini J c sCaovVulillis< 5c 
da iar meen Ee. OF me ia — of the judgment "| attachment lien in the judg- 
r 3, 5, and es rage ae ‘ = + tin | ment lien back to the date of 
$f States had filed notices The effect of a iien in relation | | stachmet ._ceeihn 4 aaa 
129 rederal tax liens in the same to a provision of Federal law) (er gi Say 
2 for the collection of debts owing|the realities of ‘he situation. 
: a 1h, , cave .|When the tax liens of the United 
Subsequently, four suits were the United States Is always a! states were seensdiad sauna 
ht in the Superior Court Federal question. Hence, al-| id ong ky ‘laos en 
San Diego County involving though a State court’s classi-| 55 hai a acti rit ent of a more 
Qe Pra: four parcels of land upon fication of a lien as specific and |} eal we lien 7 Paras 2 Sie York 
ne nh Morrison had procured perfected is entitled to weight, | Pé iaclax, “ae U 's 990 294 
- attachment. Morrison and it is subject to ee a ‘The “lier . acme a roa 
2 Unit 2s were made this court. On the other hana, ea a pea: pl. 
tie gee iy ai in each if the State court itself wn eae pig ty = pros 
~ +} 13 aa i ~hnatea —* =n U ° 9 . < WY. SN 9 
ese suits. The first s he lien as inchoate, this classi | 3671 3672 cc tines 2670 provides: 
cht to quiet title to one of fication is “practically conclu- |< pi ee poaess liable to cue ies 
els of real estate. The sive”: Illinois v. Campbell, 329) | yp RE ve 2b -efl mA pe 
shad sold this parcel to U. S. 362, 371. The Supreme | (7? ae fw psc ihe 
vlaintiffs of the suit. who Court of California has so des | omc can hae ale prt kakacieh 
id the balance of the purchase cribed its attachment lien in the| ich i! : i es pe 
» court. The other three case of Puissegur v. Yarbrough, Taattian, rin pete es ringer 7 i 
re to forclose separate 29 Cal. (2d) 409, 412, by stating | Or ao sepa <a adele 
‘tgazes on the other three that, “The attaching creditor), | aio thereto) shall be a 
The Superior Court or- obtains only a potential right Set re ary - United Gtates 
C 1e balance of the pur- or a contingent lien. EX-| |, ics el fea Ta aed ota rs 
ase ice and anv surplus re- amination of the California sta-} P siete a “ia ; ol weal or per- 
sini from the foreclosure tute shows that the above is an See ik » iccer anki ae 
6s cer the mortgagees receiv- apt description. The attachment se SA71 provides A aa the 
ent in full to be applied lien gives the attachment cre- oa cates oe rt ae <aaiaas 
payment of Morrison's aay oe ee slao lists paca received by the collector 
z's Calif. ( ‘ ih nes unless some other date is specifi- 
. np te}ed by law. Se 3672 provides 
S i 22 8 : s Savings} that the ail not be valid 
2 ‘s'l against mortgages, pledges, pur- 
—————~ | chasers 0! ent creditors, 
until notice thereof has been 
| filed in t] ffice vrovided by the 
llaw of the e for such filing— 
a JOB FOR SPECIALISTS in this case, the office of the re- 
|corder of San Diego County. 
DO YOU HAVE CLIENTS ee eae, eS poser 
WHO NEED ADVICE AND ASSISTANCE otce itee Geek Gaaue de ee 
IN MANAGING THEIR INVESTMENTS? | never been held sufficient to de- 
By depositing securities in an Investment Review pap vegies por Shtccaps i 
Account with this bank the customer will assure lthe lienor against others than 
himself of the full benefit of specialists’ judgment |the Government, but contingent 
applied to his individual investment problems. | upon taking subsequent steps for 
Recommendations are made periodically or as SS peg oe ate 
required, and actual sales or purchases are made pom valer - pate ees pm te ‘i 
only upon the direction of the customer. chines prompt na euittatin othe 
This type of account includes our usual Custodian lection of taxes due to the Unit- 
U services, such as collecting income and remitting ed States ir tax delinquents 
it at such intervals as desired, prompt collection is to be fulfilled, a similar rule 
of called and matured bonds, notification regard- must prevail = Se 
ing rights and conversion privileges and other i rergligaen pact . pi 
; ; ralvec i rs} > aLCad wo al OU} L Lise 
we ee involved in the management inchoate attachment lien of 
Morrison, and the judgments of 
Send for pamphlet the District Court of Appeal for 
The Investment Review Account. the Fourth Appellate District are 
rsed 
COMPANY 
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is a measure of the confidence of 
a society in its own stability that 
it suffers such fustian to go un- 
checked. Here we are faced with 
something very different.” Then 
follows a careful review of the 
evidence ending with this state- 
ment, at page 213, relating to the 
Situation under consideration: 
“We hold that it is a danger 
‘clear and present’” 

In charging the jury the trial 
judge said, among other things, 
“If you are satisfied that the 
evidence establishes beyond a 
reasonable doubt that defend- 
ants, or any of them, are guilty 
of a violation of the statute, as 
I have interpreted it to you, I 
find as a matter of law that 
there is sufficient danger of a 


substantive evil - - - to justify 
the application of the statute 
under the First Amendment of 


the Constitution.” The Circuit 
Court of Appeals approved this 
course of action by saying in 
part, at page 215, “the judge 
appears to us to have been right, 
when in the case at bar he took 
upon himself th2 duty of de- 
claring that defendants were 
guilty, if the jury found that 
they organized and supported 
the Party for the _ purpose, 
among others, of spreading the 
doctrine of violent revolution, 
that purpose to be realized as 
soon as it was feasible.” This 
confirms the proposition that 
application of the ‘clear and 
present” danger test must be 
treated as a question of law to 


be handled by the judge and 
not the jury. Were this not so, 
there would be no chance for 
review, because verdicts except 


under most unusual circumstan- 
ces, are final. 
Before concluding it is im- 


the public peace and to the se- 
curity of the State. They threat- 
en breaches of the peace and 
ultimate revolution. * The 
State cannot reasonably be re- 
quired to measure the danger 
from every such utterance in 
the nice balance of a jeweler’s 


scale. A_ single revolutionary 
spark may kindle a fire that 
smouldering for a time, may 


burst into a sweeping and de- 


structive conflagration. It can- 
not be said that the State is 
acting arbitrarily or unreason- 


ably when in the exercise of its 
judgment as to the measures 
necessary to protect the public 
peace and safety, it seeks to ex- 
tinguish the spark without 
waiting until it has enkindled 
the flame or (burst) into confla- 
eration. “It is Judge Chase’s 
view that the Gitlow case and 
Whitney v. People of State of 
California, 274 U. S. 357, 47 S. 
Ct. 641, 71 L. Ed. 1095, which fol- 
lowed it, remain good law, also 
that, “They are applicable here, 
and binding upon us. The prin- 
ciple they stand for is sound. I 
believe that they should be fol- 
lowed directly, and not merely 
by-passed.” 
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Minn. State Bar To 
Back 23 Bills in 1951 
Legislature 


Range from Divorce, Child 
Support and Corporation 
Law to Sex and Judges’ 


ST. PAUL (ACCN)—Some 23 
bills on a dozen subjects, includ- 
ing sex, corporation law, child 
abandonment, traffic accidents 
and judges’ salaries, will be 
sponsored by the Minnesota 
State Bar Assn. during the 1951 
session of the state legislature. 

The association’s legislative 
program has been made public 
as including preposals under 
which: 

License plates of cars driven 
after revocation of driving lic- 


Pay 





enses 


| would be 





North Hudson Lawyers Considering 
Upward Revision of Fee Schedule 


of Fees. “Com-| is being 
mittee of the North Hudson, afternoon, 
Lawyer’s Club under the chair- | 4:00 P.M. = ; 
: a eee a /Room of the Hudson County 
manship of Cyrus W. Lunn, has | pistrict Court art IV. Dis- 
made a careful and comprehen-| patch Building, Union City, to 
sive study of the problems in-| afford full opportunity to con- 
volved in the upward revision,!sider the Commitiee’s recom- 
in the light of present day prices,! mendations and the suggestions 
of many of the fees prescribed ,or criticisms of the Club’s mem- 
in the club’s existing schedule, bers. 
of minimum fees. | A copy of 
A special meeting of the Club. schedule is set 


Wednesday 
December 6, 1950 at 
sharp at the Court 


The Revision called for 


the proposed 
orth below. 


REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS 


DEED, Preparation and Execution 
BOND & MORTGAGE, Preparation 
MORTGAGE EXTENSION, Preparation 
MORTGAGE ASSIGNMENT, Preparation and Execution 
MORTGAGE RELEASE, Preparation and Execut 
RO TGAG E SATISFACTION or CANCELLATION 
Execution 

MORTG AGI 
LEASE (ll 
COMMER(C ‘| 


rsi 


and Exe 


ind Execution 


cution 


Pre} 
SUBORDINATION Exect 
ual Forms) Preparation 

LEASES, No mini 


Preparation and 
and Execut 


ul 
1um 


PURCHASI 
1 CONTRAC 
lr OF EXCHANGI 
PROCEEDINGS 


SSESS 


ee ) 
EDINGS on 


REAL ESTATE EXAMINATIONS 


\TION SEARCH (Where va 
unt of Mortgage I 
nents plus fee of 

OF CHANCERY PROCEEDINGS 


or each examination of 


disburse 
ATION 


fee 


PERSONAL PROPERTY VERNEAS TIONS 
TR: ADE NAME CI FIC ATE rat 
Filing I 


RTI 


Dist n pli , of 
MORTGAG rey tion execution, up to 


$1,000.00, or n excess of $5,000.00 t 


portion thereof. in excess of 25,000.00 


CORPORATIONS AND PARTNERSHIPS, ETC. 
PARTNERSHIP, LIMITED P \RTNERSI ap nd PARTNERSHIP 
ASSOCIATION FORMATION, Actua nent is fee of 
CORPORATION FORMATION. Dist 
CORPORATION DISSOLUTION. Actual 
MATRIMCNIAL ACTIONS 
SUITS (Contested 1 


pilcat 


LITIGATION 


ASES 
IUNICIPAI 


FORECLOSURE ACTIONS 
ITS Yisbur 

ROCEE 
CON! IRM 


lus f 
us tee of 


SALE 


DINGS 
TION 


Di irsemen pl 
OF FORECLOSU RE 


MISCELLANEOUS 

Lx — DINGS, Disbu 
al en itl ti 

ADO PTION *SROCEE DINGS. Disbursements plus 
CHANGE OF NAME, Disbursements plus fee of 
DRAWING OF WILL. ‘Short Form) usual provisions 
Minimum fee for all other Wills should be substantially higher 
It is recommended that a consultation fee of at least $10.00 be charged 
for all legal advice rendered, which fee may be credited on account of a | 
retainer or fee received thereafter in the matter involved, and when profes- 
sional services are charged on a time basis the minimum charge shall be 
not less than $20.00 per hour. 


36. B A Segoe 1P i & i! rsements plus fee 


37 fee of 
38. 
39. 


100.00 
0.00 


lity 


and give effect to 
th 

| port 
| States. 


would be seized. 
—The $19,000 limit on damages 


|and the two-year time limit, for 


wrongful-death actions at law, 
lifted. Railroad liabil- 
laws would be brought into 
conformity with federal statutes. 

Publicly owned motor vehi- 
cles (except federal) would be 
put under the same safety-re- 
sponsibility law as private cars 
and trucks. 

Domestic difficulties would 
be approached from a new angle. 
There would be compulsory con- 
ciliation for 90 days before di- 
vorce action. Th» conciliators 
would act as “full-time mar- 
riage counselors” in counties 
where there are enough squab- 
couples to keep them busy 

divorced husband’s con- 
ion to support of his for- 
and his tamily would 

to a maximum of hali 
instead of the 
Courts 

discre 


tlements in 


tribut 


pres- 
would 


tj in 
10n at) 


rded 
About 


Ss r pa- 
approval 
supervi- 


trued Ms ce to 
promote justice 
the purpose of 
the bar association re- 
‘its legislative plans| 


be cons 
import to 


shall 
fair 


law,” 
of 


| Federal Tax Notes 


HAROLD KAMENS 
ESTATE TAX 

Trusts: Taxpayer transferred 
certain property having a valua- 
‘tion of $400,000. in trust for cer- 
tain named beneficiaries. Tax- 
payer had the right in conjunc- 
tion with his brother to revoke 
or modify the trust. The brother 
had previously agreed to be 
bound by taxpayer’s decisions. 

HELD: Since taxpayer retain- 
ed economic control, the gift was 
incomplete. Camp v. Com., 15 T. 
C. - 


a 
} 


Annuities: Under a pension re- 
tirement plan paid for by his 
employer, decedent exercised an 
option to take less benefits upon 
his retirement, and reserving to 
his widow greater benefits upon 
his death. The benefits reserved 
had an annuity value of $35,000. 

HELD: This sum was not in- 
cludible in the estate since de- 
cedent transferred no property. 
Est. of Biggs v. Com., C. C. A., 
9/28/50. 


Contemplation of Death: Tax- 
payer executed a trust in 1935 in 
which he had rights to 
come or principal. Taxpayer, 
however, was made the trustee 
with the right to deal with prop- 
erty in his uncontrolled discre- 
tion. 

HELD: 
ted that 


no n= 


Although the trust sta- 
it was created to se- 
cure the beneficiaries against 
life’s contingencies, the deced- 
motive was the protection 
beneficiary at decedent’s 
‘ce, the tr was 


nplation of 


ent’s 
of 


USL 


INCOME TAX 
Gross Income: Taxpaye 
; erred to orporation 


rporatlo 


several 
OI tax- 
big-saey ypu ly 


and 
2 property 


plain- 
from 
n law 
‘ ex cists today, 
by the entirety are not 
to the debts, including 
income taxes of either of the 
spouses. Hence, the Collector 
ge no valid lien. Hutcherson v. 

. S., D. C., 8/8/50. 


the law 


estates 
subject 
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Editor, New Jersey Law 
Control whose thought 
Mr. Amerigo D’Agostin 

cle of November 16, 1950 

words “thought control” 

displayed much control 
own? One definition of 
is “the function of co: 
judging, and reasoning 
standing.’ How does “TH 

CONTROL’ have anythi 

with the Internal Secur 

One’s thoughts are not 
By Mr. D’Agostino’s 

alysis the question of t 

ence of reasonable gr 

belief that the suspect v 

ably engage in espionags 

otage is to be decided 
person’s prior conduct: 
any better criterion? 

We must not 
tremendous danger that 
ens in this atomic ags 
event of invasion, war 
rection. We must each, 
event, be prepared to m 
sacrifice in the common 
is not too much to ask 
that he be judged by 
actions—and the com 
has kept, particularly o1 
short date of Ja 
when the dange 
than apparent to 
capable of THOUGHT 

Loyal citizens nave n 
fear. I care not any 
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that 
1949, 
more 
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William A 
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Attorney General's Opinions is only when there is deemed | Manufacturers Oppose Price Wage Controls 
to be a necessity therefor that 
WRMAL OPINION 1950-NO. 72)is really a discussion in which amendments are to be pro- NEW YORK (ACCN)—Barring} Finally. as pointed out b 
»». Anderson Fowler you evince concern (in relation posed, the reasonable implica- another world war, industry is | Peo commen aaa 
receipt is acknowledged of|to which you desire to be ad- tion being that when proposed | definitely opposed to the a of |advocating a free economy feel 
gr ‘etter of November third) vised) as to whether the people| they are to be considered and | direct Bes and wage controls| | that the need for preire has 
which you direct our atten-|of New Jersey will have ample disposed of presently. Thirdly, ‘at poly or in the near fu- es vet been demonstrated 
the passage, at the 1949 opportunity to express approval) as ratification is but the ex-/t je accordine to a survey just |“While we are in the prepared- 
of the Legislature, of As-/or disapproval of the participa-| pression of the approbation | completed by the National In-| ness stage, industry is in & posi- 
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controls to the piecemeal, creep- 
ing paralysis now planned.” 

The buying wave touched off 
by the Korean outbreak has sub- 
sequently abated, and industry 
is of the opinion that it is in a 
position to successfully police its 
customers through allocating 
material on a voluntary basis, 
thereby avoiding the necessity of 
;yovernment controis. 

Considerable apprehension is 
expressed over the dearth of in- 
formation available from gov- 
ernment sources concerning de- 
'fense planning, A correction 
this situation, management 
feels, would go far toward en- 
hancing the effectiveness of the 
industrial effort. 

The opposition to government 
controls covers virtually all ma- 
jor proposals which have been 
advanced thus far as a means of 
meeting the present emergency. 
Industrial leaders participating 
in this survey voted down the al- 
location of et by eigh- 
teen to one; the location of 
material by three and 
price and wage freeze by five 
to one 
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successfully 
Should the current application 
advance to that stage where 
Congress is to call a convention 
proposing amendments ac- 
it is to be expected 
people of the several 
have voice, either 
directly or through their rep- 
resentatives, in the choice of 
delegates thereto. 

The procedure for ratification 
of any amendment proposed by 
the convention (if one should 
eventuate) would bo no different 
from the procedure for ratifi- 
cation of a proposed amendment 
originating in Congress. One or 
the other constitutional mode 
of ratification would have to be 
prescribed by Congress. When 
proposed in either mode amend- 
ments to be effective must be 
ratified by the Legislatures, or 
by conventions, in three-fourths 
of the States, ‘“‘as the one or the 
other mode of ratification may 
be proposed by Congress.” See 
Dillon v. Gloss, supra, where the 
court further deciared: “Thus 
the people of the United States, 
by whom the Constitution was 
ordained and established, have 
made it a condition to amending 
that instrument that the 
amendment be submitted to 
representative assemblies in the 
several States and be ratified 
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cordingly, 
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in three-fourths of them. The 
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by conventions in the 
rather than by the Legislatures 
thereof, it would doubtless de- 
volve upon each State, as in the 
case of the twenty-first amend- 
ment, to legislate for the calling 
of its own conveation. (See P. 
L. 1933, c. 73, which was passed 
in New Jersey to bring about a 
convention for che ratification 
of the twenty-first amendment 
and in which provision was 
made for delegates-at-large as 
well as for delegates on a county 
basis.) As one court put it, the 
views of the candidates, fo1 
election to the convention, 
would be known in advance, so 
that the final action of the con- 
vention would be truly represen- 
tative of the will of the people 
See State ex rel. Donnelly v. 
Meyers, Secretary of State 
(Ohio), 186 N. E. 918 


There remains 
that should the prescription of 
Congress be ratification by the 
Legislatures of the several 
States, it is to be expected that 
the members of the Legislature 
would vote upon the question 
in a manner that would reflect 
the then prevailing sentiment 

‘eir constituents thereon 
Theodvre D. Parsons 
Attorney General 
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Deputy Attorney General 
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Col. Charles H. Schoeffel, Supt. 
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You desire to be advised con- 
cerning the correct procedure 
be followed in the matter of ap- 
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it of an individual t 
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appears advisable to re- 
law on the subject mat- 
dispel any doubts that 
have arisen with respect there- 
to and further to the end that 
New Jersey may at all times fully 
co-operate with other states 
which seek to utilize the process 
of extradition. 

R. S. 2:185-21 provides: 

(a) that any credible person 
in this state may file complaint 
with any judge magistrate 
that the accused has committed 
a crime in another jurisdiction 
or has been convicted and has 
or broken the terms of 
probation or parole. 

(ob) that complaint may 
made before any judge or ma- 
gistrate in this State on the af- 
fidavit of a credible person in 
another state that a crime has 
been committed in that juris- 
diction and that the accused has 
fled from justice or, having 
been convicted, has escaped or 
broken the terms of his bail, pro- 
bation and parole end is believed 
to be in New Jersey. 
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judge or magistrate shall 
thereupon issue a warrant di- 
recting the apprehension of the 
person named and cause him to 
be brought before the court or 
any other court which may be 
available or convenient to an- 
swer the charge cr complaint 
and affidavit. It is provided that 
a certified copy of the sworn 
charge or complaint and affida- 
vit upon which the warrant is 
issued shall be attached to the 
warrant. 

This procedure, at first blush, 
appears to be rather formal and 
lead to the belief that, dur- 
the time required to prepare 
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committed a crime and is re- 
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to be to have a complaint enter- 
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so that the warrant may issue 
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However, in situations. of 
emergency, where insufficient 
time renders it impossible to 
secure the warrant and execute 
the complaint, the individual 
should be apprehended and 
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pressing opinion as to the valid- 
ity of the arrest of the accused, 
nevertheless, determined that he 
was amenable to the requisition 
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other state. 

It is hoped that the judges and 
magistrates will avply either of 
the alternative procedures sug- 
gested herein as the circum- 
stances may require so that New 
Jersey may at all times co-oper- 
ate in extradition matters with 
demanding states. 

Theodore D. Parsons, 
Attorney General of 
New Jersey 

By: 
Eugene T. Urbaniak, 
Deputy Attorney General | 4 
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WEEKLY CALL OF DECEMBER ist, 1959. 
10 A. M. in Judge Cleary’s Court Room, Elizabeth, New Jersey 
1332U Howard J. Raymond vs. De Michele Bros 
Charles Blume — Geo. McElroy 
1356U Harry Hauschild, by gdn. vs. Andres J. Dendor 
Nicholas S. La Corte — Henry S. Waldman 


John & Jas. Rusco-Rusc¢ ick 
— I. Charles Lifland 


1396 Selma Pruess vs 
Robert C. Thomson, Jr 
1412U William Bianchina vs. Thomas W. Milton 

A. McTague — Sidney J. Benjamin 

1504U Jennie Goldstein vs. Sullivan & Ulster Mountair 
Furst, Furst & Feldman — Henry Bendheim - Willian 
1520 The Monroe Co. Inc. vs. Rawson Motor Sales, Inc 
Victor H. King — Salvador Diana 

1 Harry Brooks vs. T. Wojtanowski-S. Terrregir 
Frank J. Dougherty — Ryan & Saros 

1541UMorris Werner Jefferson Amusement C 


James 
Line 
Braun 





vs 





Herbert Klosk Stenvenson, Willette & McD 

1545 Marion and Vincent Schauler vs. Louis & Mary Maffei 

Milton Freiman — Ryan & Saros 

1551 Harold Williamson vs. Robert Carson 

Lyness & Bedell - Hueston Wm. H. Campbe & Winard 

1549 Wm. & Fred Meinersmann vs. Angela & A Spilatore 
Joseph Butt Schenck. Price, Smith & Kins 

1552 Azeze Fahad vs. Miles Shoes, Inc 

Stanley W. Greenfield Cox & Walburg 
». 1554U Barbara, Marjorie & Henry Hess vs. Chi: filler-Miller’s Taxi 
O'Connor, Morris & Mancini Hueston and Fra 

1558 Benj. & Mary Delia-Sabatini vs. Allemant Ins. Aetna Under- 
writers 

Jacob R. Mantel De Marco 


Harold D. Feuerstein-Abe. S 


1559 John Veglatte vs. Edward Weber 

Levy. Fenster & McCloskey Albert Schober 

1576U Edward Sabo vs. Charles L. Conant 

Lyness & Bedell George W. Wolin 

1579 Michael & Edith Kozic, gdn. vs. Anthony Z - Bronson Hat 


Parsonnet, Weitzman & Or Edw. Sacher - O’Brien, Brett & O'B 
81U Nicholas Riccio by nx. fr. vs. Antonio R 
Louis J. Venezio — Eugene A. Liotta 







ern Auto Equip Corp. vs. Thompson & 
ns & Horner-Levy, Fenster & Me ¢ ke 
Inc. vs. Weinstein Tool & Mfg. ¢ 
Sholem Lipis 
Charles W 
McGuire 
Maron 


1583U So 
Stryker, Tz 
1594U 
Wilbur 
1613U 
Henry W. Clement 
1614U Jack Lust vs. William 


Pepper Bros 
A. Stevens 
Thomas S. Maletz vs 
— John 


Smit! 

























se 


ments of interest to the Bench 
and Bar, which appear in cur- 


re 


the 
LAW SCHOOL LIBRARY. 


Constitutional Law 


Weekly Periodical Index 


Foley and 
Taxes, 1001. 
Wills 
Administrative Provisions for 
Wills. J. Tracntman. 89 Wills 
and Estates, 661. 


This department attempts to R. E. Losch. 28 


lect and list articles and com- 


nt legal periodicals received at 
RUTGERS UNIVERSITY 


Bankruptcies 






Peaceful Pickeving—Constitu- oo) sin | pg 
tionally Protected? O. K.) vol: lia.” 28,395.55: ‘assets s9,188.08! 
Fraenkel. 99 Univ. of Pa. L.| i... f20" 2 aes 
m1.  Nran: vel: Habe SRGsNEe Same 

Emergency Legislation S200: retr. W s & Cahill; solr, Martin 

Prepare Now for Government cunicie. Jocabine, 21 Park Drive, West 
Controls to Came. A.L. Dan-| Fate: vee: ee ee ee 
zig. 28 Taxes, 1045. Riese 10 

; DWORKIND, Rose, 164 Plesing Place, 
International Law Paterson: vol.: 1 S3.000: assets S200 

Congress and Proposals for In-) fi", urs, 8 Me 
ternational Government. Pi) *ARRO. Nebolas. 136 Ho ath St. Nema 
E. Corbett. IV International =f. Weelans “& Caniil; solr, Harry 


Legal Profession 
Answer to the Report of the 
House Committee on Un- 


Nationality 


Organization, 38 

Voting procedure in the Gen- 
eral Assembly. A. Hovey, Jr. 
IV International Organiza- 
tion, 412. 

National Sovereignty 
Maritime Resources. 
Trigg. 99 Univ. of Pa. 
82 


Over 
R. 8. 


American Activities on the 
National Lawyers Guild. T. 
J. Emerson. X Lawyers 
Guild R., 45. 

What Lawyers Read. A. P. 
Blaustein. 22 N. Y. State Bar 
Association Bulletin, 322. 








WANT 

























































W m Goldman Seymour S. Lichtenstein SOMEONE 
1627 Charles & Ethel Malmberg vs. James D -Jessie Mayers The Loss of Amcrican Nation- 
Louis As: ri - Ryz & Sar a 
1629 Mary Di Benedetto vs. F. & B. Geiger - M. Pt ality—The Development of C T 3 
Edward J. Abromson Markley & —— Statutory Expatriation. J. P. LO ‘a ED? 
1630 Michael Colaneri vs. Samuel C. Goodmar ee co > D. 
Suu & Calan ines Ee Manas Roche. 99 Univ. of Pa. L. R., 
1635U Michael & Helen Pedicini vs. Bruce & Ff k Geige 25. 
John E. Neville — Cox & Walburg a Taxation TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
1636 Joseph & Gerald O'Connor vs. T. V. Leo & Sons Inc, Raboy oor : : 
Joseph P. Dunn — Lahey & Gockeler-E. E. Field Nee Federal Income Tax Deducti- 513 Madison Av., N. ¥. 22, N.¥. 
1641 Edna Postweiler-Maxine Rebert vs Be Serv. Elec & Gas Co bility of Non-Business Bad 
John L. McGuire Carl T. Freggens jalker abide ot ‘ , 
peo Frank ag e- es Rr os Pen Coane Debts. L. Savi in. 99 Univ. of 
Pitney, Hardin & Ward Kein & Scotch ; : ' beth T Penna. L. R. 73. 
1654 Eleanor & Robert Oliver vs. Liquid ¢ g-Elizabeth ann Federal Estate Tax Valuation 
Joseph C. Monico F. A. Gordon-Townsend & D of Family Cor por at io n 34 U S j N E S S 
1683U Emma & Albert Rahn vs. Anthony Mat Stocks. R. L. Rockefeller. 28 . 
Greenfield Louis J. Dughi Taxes. 1031 
nna & John Palek vs. John Pavel € Ss, 1 re) G re 
Stein, & Huges be siggy 8 yy spay Amortization of Emergency AND M RT A E 
p Joseph Zich vs. Ullrich Sign on ee ee conta 92 
Sear A. sieedne Facilities. : T. E. Jenks. 28 
ssell Meyers vs. Wm. Kursinesky, S Taxes, 1025. 
kav avid T ers mo E Housh E Mit Effect of the Revenue Act of 
sd liver vs ubli Se ri E >. 2 as = aa . . 
aie 1950 on Recognition of Gains 
Teltcheck a Freggs yee é A in the Liquidation of Domes- 
ing Corp. vs larles +3 Soret kd . z 
ee RR cHa Re Darbs tic Corporations. Geo. E. Ray a: aa eas al 
vs. Pat Yanatt and O. W. Hammonds. 28 VW aE ee 
B a Taxes. 1017. USINE aS and nave 
s. Violet Fortu aT AE ee es es reputation for (1) readi- 
Reibel Collapsible Corporations. G. T ; : 
& Violet Fi Altman. 28 Taxes, 1013. Sagadaaalapcgcaniainenecine: 
ie. Baniiia Analysis and Outlook — The FOmMers sey 
Blt Revenue Act of 1950. P. J oo Sex 
——- cooperate 
. ro 
Passaic Weekly Call 5 PAS: sre sore 
- 2 a to fit the needs of 
Betore Assignment Judge & Superior the borrower Prom] 
Court Judge Robert H. Davidson decisions a i 1 
TW Weekly Call - Friday - December 
Ist 1950 at 10 AM Forwarders Recognized) 
14 104, 110, 515, 494, 431, 47€ 
: 152 : 5, 496, 362 : 
2 aoe 447 & 239, 206 
" = 360 366, 404 
is 41] », 154, 164 
eed he 213 382 394 ° 
414 342 34 
peace — 36 rumpergs ©O PARK PL. NEWARK, N. J 
unease vas hiner == dias — 835, 452, | DANCER Toe Te) MI. 2-0534 
ther 22 195 SEY 167 Muemmeeeme 4S" © RIENDiY =CONFIDENTIAL 
4\ { K a. ae 
f Essex ,this 
e = Prompt — Acenrate — Reasonable = 
r = ABSTRACTS or proceedings ‘n, Superiur and United States = 
E = ©urts. = 
S “ = wars PIFICATES of regularity «. wroceecdimes or cocoorate = 
= standing. = 
= SEARCHES in Superior Cour: o? dow Jersey end United States = 
= Courts. = 
. 9 = iNFORMATION and fons AY r the departments at = 
= Trenton. = 
= +. aa ake tt ee A YS TOF +s vat ; ¢ scrrye cr TA = 
= afk STATE CAPITAL 731% & ABSTRACT C9. = 
= NATIONAL NEWARK & SEM'TON TRUST BLDG = 
= ESSEX BLDG., CPENTON 8, N.J = 
= NEWARK 2,N. J. H Trenton 8439 = 
= Tel. Market 3-2206 = 
“s ‘ee - & S20 2S eerie FO = 
Tue Bouvet Press 
: LAW PRINTING SPECIALISTS FOR 30 YEARS 
7 BRIEFS AND APPENDICES ON APPEAL 
: CONSULT 
: Z. H. POLACHEK 130 CEDAR 8TREET NEW YORK 6, W. ¥. 
Reg. Patent Attorney 1 oi 
> - REctor 2-2544 
* : 1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
t New York 1, N.Y. 
OvD. B. MARSH Phone: LO. 5-3088 We are well versed in all Appellate Court rules. 
I 7, 14 $12.80 t 
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Hudson Weeikiy Call New Publication On Trade Review of CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


. 
ea Human Relations the Week COE] 
} : : A ORNEY, AGE 29, GO¢ 3AC 
The following Superior and pant: : BAR REVIEW COURSE < creuiion “aakk Gacueee 
‘ ’ . -Acec are licta : R YON New ae - RES ; nart ¢ x . 
County Court cases are listed in TRENTON (ACC qT) New Jer NEW YORK (ACCN)—The ap- BAR EXAM ae [DATES 
the Weekly Call to be held, FRI- sey’s state division against dis- proach of the winter holidays tina AN. 
DAY, DEC EMBER 1}, 1950, at 10 CraTUNaion — ee epi and the prevalence of seasonally 
ge Proctor’s C tio f a review to he issued per- ia. aAnatias antes ‘i 
A. M. in Judge Proctor’s Court. — . 1 — ) hori Se cold weather contributed to a 
ve 4 © 1Y » € > - 
se scoot lg Se yo pe = aethent ite rise in consumer buy- freistrati SI 1, 1950 ; 
y “© Nn a *1U wiohtsc rou0n- - s i f ] Gq Perge Av ‘ Jers ity 3, 
missions on civil rights through 1° in the week ended Nov. 22. | *°"; °2! ne as } FOR RENT 
out the state. un & Bradstreet. Inc.. r we ? 
; F Den radstreet, Inc., reports. 
week The review will cover projects agoregate dollar volur me of pur- OFFICE 
‘i and accomplishments of the Gnaces was somet what sme Ven nae ear earns aero ore sulte Secretarial service. Mite 
171 - 202 - 204 - 211 - 215 - 216 various commissions, reports ON jevo) of the comparable week a s' experience it cae ATTRACTIVI 
217 - 218 - 219 - £20 - 225 - 227 surveys and current news in the 104) goo ‘ ; ath banana Mah Geiees Tee ta ae 
929 _ 922 _ 925 _ 94 _ 920 _ § tior accord- sa ba 2 . - : tit - i : . Esse s ‘ tA S211 
aoe ved eat wd <4 fiel ghee — % ” ry pone With some effect > of the credit B ( t B 572 
~- 251 - 257 - 263 - - 265 ing Joseph L. Bustard, divi- ; : Shee : soe ce : : 
: 7 te - 4 hn elds — curbs becoming increasingly ap-| 4rrorxey  ADMITIED 193 ag FOR SALE 





NOTE: The week of December 
llth is pre-trial week, and no 
trials will be held during that 








FOR RENT IN PRO 








OFFIC! Fim 


266 - 267 - 269 - 270 - 271 - 274) sion director, who added: aac asad edn a ene ahs 
277 - 280 - 281 - 287 - 289 - 294) “Since the passage of the Free- cjine in the consumer purchas- 
298 - 304 - 307 - 311 - 312 - 313) man act, which made provision ast aa Roseanett ace aopiianees - 
314 (315 - 360 - 620) 316 - 319! for local commissions, the di~| me furniture. and eliteaiien |O0te SueTe ne 
321 - 325 - 327 330 - 336 - 342| vision is constantly being called Or ee ae a cee in ago. 
343 - 361 - 647 - 192 C-3356/ upon to provide ini ‘ormation nas : iad aerneer sigs the Civil engineerin construction 
C3481 - 1703 - 1702 - 1687 - 1641| suggestions for local programs. ars pera Ae ah pigs att low- rose nearly 10 per cent in the Trest Bids. ity, 
week, reflecting a generé v- 1 tne | - peo 
1625 - 1612 - 1587 - 1586 - 1637|This review should serve aS a RGR ee gee sac D-day week endinz Nov. 23 to 
1624 - 1609 - 1595 - 1724 - 1734|clearing house for the exchange [0')° ae — hana aiate ape $235 million; thi : was ab 16( _PARTNERSHIP WAN 
1784 - 1876 1778 1856 - 1756 t id arate ; The total dollar vclume of or- °422 Mullion, this was about 160 a 
“a = * = ‘ as. 5 a" Yr cent « re he ve 7 PA -RS 4 t 5 M 
9946 - 1715 - 1741 - 1777 - 1785]. Twenty-eight local commis- 4¢TS Was moderately above the Per Com ere | practitioner with go 
2 ae ae - § > -eje locé 1S- e 3 ae . = Our-dav reek rear g = experiences ractitione k Ox 
1233 1810 1844 1783 1865|sions with a total me mbership level of the similar period last ira i ~_— lewis Sot. sane wilt peor Wal Chases i tuantes 
1825 ~ 301 1735 1826 1751 of ies on ; 250. “ie ve “eb tig pd year. The number of buyers at- ?€! production in the week end- 
1812 1616 1626 : 1653 1523 t blishe | i “14 Ne w Jersey tending various wholesale cen- ed Nov. 11 dipped almost 3 per. SERVICES FOR LAWY£E 
; 20 - 16: 523 | tablishe New arsey rent: i 
“$98 wien “s : a secs cele Mig ike ryan ~ ters was nearly unchanged from Cent; It was 8 per cent above a, —————— 
1736 - 1737 - 1792 - 1869 - 1728/counties in the last year, and |) 3) Orin. previous year year ago. While lumber ship-| “4) OC << 
77 727 - 1847 - 1758 - 1773 any others are being formed. ig ; ai Ae mats ‘ an eRe : ee ae : a= 
1770 t721 wil a |e so z ; a “The recent legal delay in the Ments for the same week de- ——— eee 
1829 - 1717 - 1754 - 1842 - 1852|The local groups met last May . : see aP clined some 11 per cent. orders BESPARCH LAWYER WILL 
1837 1722 1761 1767 1771/in Newark. A second meetins is development of cojor television : Leis a a search, briefs in own office. B 
‘ 2 = Newark. second -eting is : aes were practically eve , ; : =a 
v . vt ben ee? helped to increase television or- Were Practically even with the — gps gees 
1809 - 1820 - 1845 - 1866 - 1857|scheduled to be held Dec. 2 in) 7 Nn ; ie previous week. NEW YORK ATTORNEY, PRA 
1849 - 1816 - 1867 - 1862 - 1839| Trenton dering by stimulating sales on es i teen 7 courts, available forwarded 
1802 - 1765 - 1775 - 1723 - 1749 : the retail level. There was a |, ined = a. > 1€ N. Stanger, 15 Maiden Lane 
2 f : : SSS laicht increase . S. during the week ended Nov. SE ales 
1755 - 1772 - 1744 - 1836 - 1813]1786 - 1805 - 1757 - 1788 - 1791| Slight increase in _ furniture J) a osed about 1 per cent to WANTED TO PURCH 
1803 - 1863 - 1781 - 1868 - 175211552 - 1892 booking, while a dip occurred in 1076 | 26 adage ; 
ciated ‘ f iis Zi zs Zan ; the ordering e some ‘appliances. 19/6 per cent of capacity. Pa- 0 piiscieat WILL PAY CASH 
Industrial production for the Petboard production in the week i Aes ommon wall 
| country in the weck ended Nov. €2ded Nov. 18 rose some 2 per 
: cent and was almost 16 per cent 


| 22 was virtually sustained at the eee Sipe 
\ R A N high level of the previous week; 2POVe that of a year ago. 
total output remained consider- 
— a gpg FOREVER AND A DAY 


ably above the level a year 


ago. There was a Siight i as 
We orter the service of a sound NEW JERSEY holly denial sta pee PERMA-PLAQUE PROCESS GUARANTEES: 


j = slaims f : oyment insur- : 
company engaged in the examination and insur hee reflecting cesttated laws in | Your COLLEGE, ATTORNEY'S or COUNSELLOR’S Certificate 
ance of titles to real estate in New Jersey. aCe TEMCCUINE SCALLELCO AES In 

manpower relocation. FOREVER - FOR A LIFETIME - AD INFINITUM 
Steel ingot production for the _ 
LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE current week was unchanged Your certificate becomes permanently sealed under lu 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY from the previous week at a in a beautiful mahogany, walnut, or bird’s-eye wooc 
7 0int slightly below 103 per cent i i 2 ing. 
A itew Jersey Corporaticon—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Jersey ey ae pont dite and panel at little more than ordinary framing 


7 NELSON PLACE op. Essex County Hall of Records NEWARK, N. J. truck output underwent a sea- 
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For information, call or write: 


Mitchell 2-7875 Rates on Request sonal decline of about one- ALL - STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 
tego in the week ended Nov.|] 67 springfield Avenue, Newark 3, N. J. MArket 2- {290 
production was some 1 per! 
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“NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE FOR PRACTICING LAWYERS 


MORRIS M. SCHNITZER, Director (A Non-Profit Educational Institution) ARTHUR L. ABRAMS, Asst. Di ctor j 


Saturday Forums — Hotel Essex House, Newark — 10 A.M. to 5 P.M. 


I. TAX FORUM ON PRACTICE BEFORE THE BUREAU OF INTERNAL Il. TAX FORUM ON INCOME, ESTATE AND GIFT TAXES AND PLANNIN‘ 
REVENUE AND IN THE TAX COURT UNDER THE REVENUE ACTS OF 1948, 1949 AND 1950 
Fee: $10.00 December 2, 1950 Fee: $10.00 December 16, 19 
(Fee includes luncheon at the Hotel) (Fee includes luncheon at the Hotel) 


Chairman—SYDNEY A. GUTKIN Chairman—SYDNEY A. GUTKIN 


TAX RETURN PRE-AUDIT PREPARATIONS (Mr. Gutkin is a member of the Bar of New Jersey, New York and District of Colum! 
Maurice Austin 10 to 10:45 am.—145 minutes and specializes in Federal Taxation and Tar Practice. He is a former member of t 
(Mr. Austin is a member of the firm of Klein, Hinds and Finke of New York; Professor staff of the Chief Counsel's Office, Bureau of Internal Revenue 
ber of the Bar INCOME TAXES AND TAX PLANNING 


of Law, Brooklyn Law School; Certified Public Accountant and membe 
ahi Aaay Wri) David Beck 10 to 10:45 a.m.—45 minut 
Laying groundwork for explaining anticipated controversial items by proper mar- Mr. Beek . Sydney A. Gutki \ irk, and lectur 

it R 


taratior utagers University) 


shalling of documentary and other evidence; disclosures which the return should 
Changes affected by the Revenue Acts of 1948, 1949 and 1950. 


contain and how they should be made. : 
DEALING WITH REVENUE AGENTS; POST-AUDIT REVIEW : ESTATE TAX PROBLEMS 
Leo A. Diamond 10:45 to 11:45 a.m.—60 minut: 


Ewing Everett 10:45 to 11:25 a.m.—i0 minutes : ; 
(Mr. Everett is a member of the firm of Everett and Johnson of New York, and (Mr. Diamond is a member of the firn of Chadbourne, Wallace. Parke and Whites 
Willer and Chevalier of Washington, D.C.) of New York, and a member of the Bar of New York, Indiana and Illinois). 
Objectives of field examination; what to do and what to avoid in relations with Property included in the Sees See deductions in determining the net estat 
the agent. other than marital deductions; imposition of the tax; valuation problems. 
PREPARING PROTESTS; CONFERENCES AT OFFICE OF of ates ESTATE TAX MARITAL DEDUCTION 
INTERNAL REVENUE AGENT IN CHARGE Edward N., Polisher 11:55 to 1 p.m.—65 minut 
Leo A. Diamond 11:35 to 12:20 p.m.—45 minutes (Mr. Polisher oe MRED EN OF" AG EE OT Pennsylvania, and the author of 
“Betate Planning and Estate Taz Savians’) 


Advantages and disadvantages of protesting revenue agent's report; effective pre- 
What it is and when to use it; the new regulations; advantages and disadvantag 
ment and bargaining position; strategy, techniques and pitfalls to avoid in con- of the second tax in the surviving spouse's estate. 
ducting negotiations. GIFT TAX PROBLEMS 
THE TECHNICAL STAFF Kenneth W. Gemmill 2:30 to 3:25 p.m.—55 minut 
Harry Silverson 12:20 to 1:00 p.m.—40 minutes SP eS PN AL SRT oO aE: ENERO Seay ae Oe ee 
(Mr. Silverson is a member of th rm of Silverson and son of New York) of #htladelphia 
. i seal eaeailinns What constitutes a taxable gift; interrelation of income, estate and gift tax« 
chances of settlement and bargaining position; strategy, techniques, and pitfalls to ae RE at eels ita 
avoid in conducting negotiations; concluding agreements; advantages and disad- NEWER TECHNIQUES IN ESTATE AND GIFT PLANNING 
antages of conferring with the > Technical Staff after docketing of case in Tax As mee UNDER THE 1948 AND 1949 ACTS 
Court; effective presentation of the taxpayer's case in preparing petitions Sydney th ig and ; = 3:30 to 4:30 p.m.—60 minut 
OBTAINING BUREAU RULINGS AND CLOSING AGREEMENTS; Formulating aru 1 coll 
NON-STATUTORY AGREEMENTS 
Sydney A. Gutkin 2:30 to 3:10 ha m.—i0 minutes 


sentation of the taxpayer's case in preparing protests; evaluating chances of settle- 


nstruments under the new act 


nder Chur 


} } . , + 
Factors to consider in deci iding wl th 1er tO S€eK 1 ig Yr agi ents presenting 


mm f 1) . ment 
ms ¢ i nt 


the facts in a request for a ruli >; negotiatir t 
CLAIMS AND “SU ITS ‘FOR REFU NDS 
David Beck 3:10 to 3:50 p.m.—{10 minutes | REGISTER TODAY BY WRITING TO THE 


lvantages of ig to the Ta x Court or paving additional 


aces RT PRACTICE, vnc EDURE AND TRIALS : | NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE FOR PRACTICING LAWYERS 


Carbery O'Shea 3:55 to 4:30 p.m.—35 minutes 


cer 1172 RAYMOND BLVD., NEWARK 2, N. J. 


of New York). 
Outline of practice and procedure before the Tax Court. = 
SAS ASILSLLLELEIS AS SS SPS ASSL IS LLP ALAS AS SSSA SS LPIA LAL SAA LSPA PLA ALA LAS AALS LL LALLA IPA PALS ALA LPS SAAS AA AAA ASS SSS 


VAVAVAVAVAPAPAVAVAVAVAVAVAPAPAPAPA 
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